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Ontology and Metaphysics in Chinese Philosophy
Zheng Kai

Misuse of the term ontology ( benti lun i.e. benti theory) is not uncommon in modern Chinese
philosophical writing owing to the fact that the subject matter of ontological investigation as it was conceived
in ancient Greece does not coincide with that of benti lun in the Chinese philosophical context. An accurate
and congenial understanding of the theoretical paradigm of Chinese philosophy is incumbent upon the
distinction between ontology and bentilun where the interpretation of benti is dependent upon its relationship
with the theory of heart-mind and nature. Similarly the characteristics of Chinese xingershangxue are to be
differentiated from those of ancient Greek metaphysics. This paper discusses the example of the Dao in Daoist
philosophy. The Dao is clearly “non-material” as it is not found either in the physical world or in language.
By contrast metaphysics has since its ancient Greek origin been conducted with a way of thinking that is more
akin to physical investigation. Xingershangxue in the Chinese context is manifested in the theory of heart-mind
and nature practical wisdom and state-of-attainment which correspond to ontology logic and epistemology

in its ancient Greek counterpart.

Descartes and Phenomenology
Jean-Luc Marion

The relationship between Descartes and phenomenology has been ambiguous since the birth of
phenomenology. Husserl seeks a Cartesian genealogy for phenomenology whereas he refuses the Cartesian
doctrine as “transcendental realism. ” Heidegger criticizes Descartes for omitting the mode of Being of ego
sum but he is dependent on Descartes to destruct the history of ontology. This paper tries to read Descartes on
his own terms and to demonstrate that the affinity between Descartes and phenomenology consists in: ( a)
Descartes carrying out a phenomenological reduction as the beginning of his thought; ( b) Descartes
considering the thought as the act developing a philosophy which thinks through decisions; and ( ¢) that the
manifestation of truth or rather the selfshowing of phenomena depends on the decisions of the ego in

Descartes’ s philosophy.

The Misplaced Confrontation

On Heidegger’ s Critique of Scheler’ s “Resistance” and Scheler’ s Response
Zhang Ke

Scheler thinks of “resistance” as “reality” and is convinced that resistance as ontic relation is more
fundamental than the epistemological relation. Heidegger believes that although Scheler’ s thought breaks
through the limitations of traditional ontology the original relation between human and Being is not yet
thought. Scheler however critically argues that Heidegger is limited by Dasein’ s solipsism and that he does
not really understand the substantial possibility of resistance. The argument concerned with “resistance” is
essentially an argument about how to overcome traditional ontology. Analyzing this situation can help us

observe the positions of Heidegger and Scheler in the history of thought.



